IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-20080
Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,

vVer sus
MANUEL D. GUZMAN,
Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H95-CR-178-3
Decenber 4, 1996
Before KING DAVIS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Manuel Guzman argues that the district court erred in
increasing his offense |level for obstruction of justice and in
denying hima reduction in his offense |l evel for the acceptance
of responsibility.

The record supports the district court’s determ nation that

Guzman provided materially false testinony at the sentencing

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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hearing. Thus, the district court did not clearly err in
applying the upward adjustnent to Guzman’'s of fense | evel based on
an obstruction of justice. See United States v. Mntan-Silva, 15
F.3d 52 (5th Cr. 1994); U S.S.G § 3Cl.1.

The district court did not err in denying Guzman a reduction
of his offense level for the acceptance of responsibility because
Guzman deni ed the comm ssion of relevant conduct and attenpted to
mnimze his role in the offense. See United States v. Smth, 13
F.3d 860, 866 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 114 S. C. 2151 (1994);
United States v. Rivas, 85 F.2d 193, 195 (1996). Further, Guzman
has not denonstrated extraordinary circunstances that justify an
adj ustnent for the obstruction of justice and for the acceptance
of responsibility. See U S.S.G § 3El1.1, comment (n.4).

AFFI RVED.



